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CORRESPONDENCE between the Poor Law Board in Irefemi and the 
Physicians of the House of Industry, with regard to the Admission of 
Cholera Patients to Hospital Wards, since the Month of January 1854. 



_ No. 1. — 



(No. 5,369/54.) 

T ftter from the Physicians of the Whitworth and Hardwide Hospitals to the Home of Ii4™irj 
Letter from urn. ^ CommissionerSj dated 17 February 1854. 

The physicians of the Hardwicke Hospital would feel much obliged if you 
would send them a copy of Mr. Crawford’s report, as far as concerns the cholera 
natients treated in the Hardwicke Hospital, and to which you refer in yonr last 
tetter to us. We hare been at very great pams to analyse the rases refared 
to bv Mr Crawford, but from the mimencals made use of by him not corre- 
sponding with those in any of the registries, we find it impossible to do so with 

'unusual press of business, have prevented us from, 
as yet, replying to your last communication. 

I remain, &c. 

(signed) Samuel Gordon, Secretary. 



— No. 2. — 

(No. 5 , 369 / 54 -) , . 

Letter from the Poor Law Commissioners to the Physicians of the Whitworth 
and Hardwicke Hospitals, dated 21 February 1854. 

I AM directed by the Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Rebel i of 
the Poor in Ireland to acknowledge the receipt of your letter , dated the 17 th 
instant conveying a request from the physicians of the Hardwicke Hospital of 
SrHonse o7industry for a copy of the report of Mr. Crawford Poor-law 
Inspector, relative to the treatment of cholera patients m that ^estaMmie^ 
referred to in the Commissioner’s letter to you of the 19th ultimo and I am 
to transmit to you copies of the returns of cholera oases treated m the 
Hardwicke Hospital, which the Commissioners received how ■ “j; . 

The substance of that report was communicated to you m the Commissioners 
letter of the 19th ultimo. 



Enclosure in foregoing. 



„ I John Rourke 
2 Margaret Smith - 
I Thomas Young 

Margaret Levy 
John Doyle - 
Michael Whelan - 
Richard Best 
Frank M'Guinness 
James Lennan 
Bridget M'Bride - 
Mary Redington - 



2 April 



- - North Union 
Workhouse. 

City 



OBSERVATIONS. 



- - This man was ad- 
mitted for cholera, and 
took fever in hospital. 



- - This man was ad- 
mitted for fever, and 
took cholera in hospital. 



- - Admitted for fever ; 
died of cholera. 
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House of Industry. 





SAME. 


DATE OF 
ADMISSION. 


FROM WHENCE 
ADMITTED. 


NUMBER OF 
WARD. 




Marv Bailv - 


1849 : 
10 April 


City 


D. 4 


13 


Murtach Younsr - 


12 „ 


„ - 


R. 9 




George Harrisson - 


14 ,. 


„ - - 


R. 8 


15 


George Bvme 


14 „ 


„ - 






Rebecca Walshe - 


21 „ 








Julia Flvnn - 


24 „ 


., - 


D. 4 




Patrick M'Dermott 


24 „ 


„ - 




19 


Philip Garrigan - 


24 „ 


„ - 


R. 9 


20 


Anne Fitzpatrick - 


25 „ 


j, - — — 




21 


Anne Kellv - 


26 „ 


„ - 




22 


John Mansfield 


26 ., 


,, - 


D. 9 


23 


Eliza Dunne 


26 „ 


„ - 


D. 4 


24 


Anne Murray 


26 „ 






25 


Patrick Devine 


26 „ 






20 


Alice Fury - 


26 „ 


„ - 


D. 6 


27 


Michael Griffith - 


26 „ 


„ - 




20 


Thomas Martin 


27 „ 


,, - 


D. 9 


29 


Thomas M'Guinness 


27 „ 




R. 9 


30 


Matilda Goldsberrv 


27 „ 




D. 4 


31 


Bridget Kennedy - 


27 „ - 


County 


R. 4 


;;2 


Ellen Robinson - 


27 „ 


City 




33 


Thomas Egan 


27 


„ - 


R. 9 


34 


Isabella Hudson - 


28 „ 


,, - 


D. 6 


33 


Nicholas Coyne - 


1 June 


„ - 


R. 2 


36 


Mary Cafferv 


7 „ 


„ - 


R. 3 


37 


Jane Jones - 


14 „ 


„ - 


D. 4 


38 


Charles Reville 


19 „ 


- 


R. 4 


39 


Richard Glennan - 


3 July 




D. 1 


40 


Marv Murray 


4 „ 




R. 6 


41 


Thomas Murray - 


4 „ 


County 


R. 9 


42 


illiam Hayes 


9 ,» 


City 


R. 9 


43 


William Spread - 


'12 „ 


» “ 


D. 9 


44 


James M'Guire 


i6 „ 


. 


D. 9 


43 


Marcella Daly 


17 „ 


” ' 


D. 3 


48 


Anne Connor 


24 „ 




R. 4 


47 


Mark M'Cormick - 


26 „ 


County 


R. 9 


48 


Alice Connell 


31 „ 


City 


R. 4 


49 


John Smith - 


31 „ 


! 


D. 2 


50 


Thomas Haughton 


15 August - 




R. 9 


51 


Robert Sharpe 


18 „ 


County 


R. 9 


52 


Anne Kavanagh - 


21 „ 


Citv 


R. 4 


53 


Michael Phelan - 


31 „ 

4 Sept. - 


County - 


R. 9 


54 


Man- Cole - 




R. 4 


55 


Francis Cullen 


8 » 


County 


D. 9 


56 


Mary Anne Boy lan 


19 „ 


City 


D. 6 


57 


Catherine Mooney 


10 Oct. 


County - 


D. 6 


58 


Thomas Mitchell - 


IS „ 






59 


Bridget Hannigan 


31 „ 




D. 3 




R.— 


Recovered. 




D. — Died 



OBSERVATIONS. 



- - Admitted for fever ; 
took cholera when con- 
valescent. 



- - Took cholera, when 
convalescent after fever. 
Took fever after cholera. 



- - This woman was a 
servant of the institu- 
tion ; laundry maid. 

- - Resided in the insti- 
tution; took fever after 
cholera. 

Took fever after cholera. 



Took fever after cholera. 



- - Died of fever 'and 
jaundice, after cholera. 

- - Died of cholera, after 
fever. 



* Drs. Corrigan, 
Banks, M‘ Dowel, 
and Gordon. 



— No. 3. — 

(No. 10 , 016 / 54 .) 

Letter from the Physicians of the Whitworth wi Hardwick Hospitals to the 
Poor Law Commissioners, dated 25 March 1854. 

I am requested by the physicians of the hospitals* of the House of Industry to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 19th January, and to apologise for 

occupations" ^ ^ fr ° m tlle P reS5ure ° f Phonal 

In forwarding the present communication, the physicians do not desire to 
pro eng discussion, but there appear to them to be in the communication 5 the 
19th January some statements and conclusions which they feel bound in justice 
to themselves, and to the importance of the question at issue, to notice 

The 
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The Commissioners, in their communication, admit, “ the great value of the House offodustry. 
results derived from a longer experience of the disease, through which it is 
now generally admitted that cholera, if contagious at all, is much less eonta. 

Khun? than many other febrile diseases, and that httle risk is incurred by any 
healthy person m attending a cholera patient. This admission appeals to be 
a sufficient justification of the position advocated from the 

the physicians, that no distinction should be made betaeen cholera and other 
epidemic diseases of admitted and even doubtful contagion. 

to state that the Commissioners cannot, however, consider, °* ® „ 

apprehension of the contagiousness of cholera as a paramount considerate) . 

“It is notorious that there is no sufficient agreement of opinion “ “Jf’S 
sional Quarters as to the entire non-contagiousness of the disease to justify the 
Comm^ssioimrs in acting upon suehan opinion as one that has been conclusively 

eS The S physicians desire to observe, in reference to the above, that to y never 
felt it necessary to advance in support of them new, and never id adduce , an 
oninion of the “ entire non-contagiousness of the disease ; they only lelt it 
necessary to advance the position, now universally admitted, and repeated by 
rSineis in the preceding paragraph, that Solera is much l^s con- 
tagious than many other fehi-ile diseases, and that there therefore exist no 
Srfficient grounds V- making its reception into any hospital appropriated for 
the receptton of epidemic or contagious diseases an exception to the ordinary 

rU The^Cmnmisrioners proceed to observe that, “desirable as it may be to do 
everything which may fend to remove unreasonable apprehensions they would 
not even for that object feel warranted in exposing a single life to actual 
danger™ it is from the desire to save life that the physicians are so anxious 
to lessen the popular exaggerated dread of contagion; for ^occvSed 
sidered as problematical whether actual danger to a single Me has occmrea 
from contour a is certain that many lives have been lost, and dreadful scenes 

aw reaiisssrse » $£*££ 

& .* f % 

SZsXinE from various kinds of fever, some of them peculiarly calcu- 
rteSw-e. fully as fatal in character, and with mere feer&l mam- 

wmmmmm 

peculiarly indifferent to the nature of all cases mound them. , 

The Commissioners “having instructed their inspector, . Mr. Crawford, to 
examine the records of the hospitals, and report, &c. proceed to obseive, that 
363- *3 
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wartK with other patients has prevailed i - , . 

and that the experience of treating cases of cholera m general wards must 
therefore, instead of extending over a period of 20 years from the outbreak of 
epidemic cholera in 1832 up to the present, be limited to the visitation of 

C ^Tlie physicians, in reply to the Commissioners’ statement as to the practice 
of the hospital in 1832, beg to state that all the physicians attached to the 
hospital in 1832 are long since dead ; that oil the occasion of a policeman being 
refused admission to the Hardwkke Hospital by an order from the governor m 
the commencement of the epidemic of 1849, and a complaint being made on 
the subject by the Commissioners of Police, inquiries were made by the 
physicians to ascertain if any such order had ever previously existed, extending 
as far hack as 1832. It was ascertained that no such regulation had previously 
existed ; the onlv information that could be had as to the practice of the 
hospital in 1832 "and 1833 was from servants about the hospital, no records of 
cast s having been kept previously to 1841, and all that could be ascertained 
W as, that cholera cases were treated in the Hardwicke Hospital m 1 832 and 
1833; the physicians were, therefore, as far as inquiry could go, justified m 
the statement "they made. The physicians can have no doubt that Dr. Mayne’s 
statement is correct as far as he knew, but a clinical clerk’s knowledge of eases 
very seldom extends beyoud his own wards, and cholera cases may have been 
in the other wards without Dr. Mayne’s knowledge. The state of the hospital 
wants in 1833 is therefore one of uncertainty. With regard to the statement 
in Mr. Crawford’s report, that “the experience of treating cases of cholera 
must, therefore, instead of extending over a period of 20 years, be limited to 
the outbreak of cholera in 1849,” the physicians have to observe that personal 
experience extends as far back as 1839, the date of the appointment of the 
senior physician ; and Mr. Crawford appears to have not been aware that 
cholera has prevailed in these countries as a sporadic disease, in no other 
respect differing from epidemic cholera, from 1832 up to the present time (vide 
Registrar-general's Report on Cholera in 1838, 1841, 1843, 1844, 1846, 1848), 
and deaths occurred from cholera in the Hardwicke Hospital in 1844, 1845, 
1846, 1849, 1851, 1852, and in the Whitworth Hospital in 1853. No records 
of cases were kept previously to 1841. The experience of treating cholera cases 
indiscriminately with others is therefore not confined to the limited period 
assigned in Mr. Crawford’s report. 

Mr. Crawford proceeds to give a list of all the cases that were treated in the 
Hardwicke Hospital from 14th March to 31st October 1849, and to draw 
conclusions from his observations. In this part of Mr. Crawford’s report 
there are serious inaccuracies, omissions, and errors, which are of too much 
importance to be passed over ; but before noticing them the physicians feel 
themselves bound to expi’ess their perfect conviction that Mr. Crawford used 
his best endeavours to avoid all error, but mistakes were unavoidable on Mr. 
Crawford's part from his want of professional knowledge. Those mistakes 
might have been obviated in the course of the inquiry, hut for the circum- 
stance of Mr. Crawford’s inquiry having been kept secret from the medical 
officers, the only persons who could have given him full and satisfactory 
information on the purely professional points examined into, a circumstance 
which subjects the report to the appearance of being directed rather to support 
a particular view, than to elicit the whole facts. 

Mr. Crawford’s report states that in the interval between the 1 4th March 
and 31st October 1849, 59 cases of cholera were admitted, and “ that in these 
cases death ensued in as nearly as possible one-half of the parties affected with 
cholera, 29 haying died, and 30 having been discharged cured, or about 49 per 
cent.” This is rather a low hospital mortality, for only the worst cases 
generally seek admission into hospital, and some of those admitted into the 
Hardwicke were brought in a dying state by the police from the Bow-street 
Night Asylum. . The average mortality over the whole of Ireland in the last 
epidemic, including the mildest cases not requiring hospital relief, was more 
than 42 per cent. 

Mr. Crawford s report states, “ It will be seen on reference to the return 
that in five of the cases, viz., those numbered 6, 1 1, 12, 34, and 57, the parties 

were 
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• • „ a fever natients, but took cholera in the hospital, the Home of lodoatjr. 

were originally admitted as fe p . ’ 0ne of tliese cases must he 

in Mr. Crawford’s report as 
excluded, No. 57. Latnerme i y record in the hospital 

having “died of cholera after fever Hnsp, not, the on ^ \ oth 

book; Catherine Mooney is i ;u .. gl le died on the following 

daTt^g ten not more thmi 24 tan. in hospital. The « Cause of Death 

Book” says she died of “< of patients originally admitted for 
It appears, then that the ; whol e^ nump &om 14th March to 31st 

other diseases, and subsequently at was ou i y four, and when is 

■ October, being nearly a period of | ’ t mits that there passed 

added to this ; the fact whmh h witll whom the 
through the hospital within tha .P ’ mixed of whom only four were 

cholera admissions were mdiscr y f 5 Solera cases than occurred 

^cked IS no cholera cases were 

in the Richmond Hospital and lunatic oeus mto apprehension in 

admitted, it does appear , to ptoje ‘tot ‘here „, ar ds, 

admitting patients suffering unde 1 6 Commissioners have drawn from 

a conclusion the opposite m t^t wtach the Lmn leBS tendency 

Mr. Crawford’s report. Cholera for if erysipelas, difEuse 
than many other diseases hio h occasionally ’appear epidemically, had 

inflammation, or other diseases without hesitation, asserted, that 

prevailed through a simdai ^^TEave been attacked by those 

a far greater number of fever prt®^ would ^ ^ ^ appeal . . 

is most improbable that even the small number of 

four could have taken the the party attacked, Marcella- 

Mr. Crawfords report states, In bei £ employed as laundry 

Daly, was one of the servants o j t y. at g ^ e ca ught the disease hy 

maid in the hospital,’ leasing i ° stated that she had no connexion 

contagion ; but Mr. apart from the hospital, 

with the .cholera cases .and ‘“^^ses and wardmLs attending on the 
He omits to notice, that ot aU ^ w doflM9i rem0 ving then- 
cholera patients, and employe . e wav( i s with the convalescents 

excretions, and some of them sleeping ; m the same wards en o{ a 

from cholera and fever, merely separated the institution, 

few feet high, not one caught °?Se Whit^rth HospS, and her son, having 
Anne Connor, wife of the port® of* ke H ita i‘ an d sleeping within the 

no intercourse whatever with the nttecked bv cholera, while Doyle and 

grounds of the Whitworth Hospi a , 3 Hardwicke Hospital, 

fmemher of his family sleeping J“““ cholera cases, were not 

and constantly closed to clote^ t tastitution close attendance on 

SfcaLf in ^te^th^ase, while the parties attacked were those 
who had no intercourse with the cholera cases. ^ thaj . out of tlie ent ire 

“ f ^ Wh ° WCre " 
with the disease while inmates of the hospital. estimating 

Jar?* s f » r »• r sirs 

numbers, are these that w ; t hin the period mentioned ; that 55 

passed through the H “dwrdce I p^ and P indiscriminately mingled 

cases of cholera were a* matted into “ ients were attacke d by 

through the wards, and that four ot the W ^ o{ feTer ^es 

ttted'te tt Hld b 4ef Hospi^tMn’a period^ ^onths, tbe^ro- 
SfMcWndHXt^rwhii no cholera cases were admitted, one in 
247 was attacked withm the same perio > • , f party having been 

r°d!teast^"A h appear to be perfectly free, whilst pahents mthe 
363. A 4 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO THE ADMISSION 



House of Industry. Hardwicke Hospital, in the ward where cholera patients were admitted, took 

the disease.” Mr. Crawford has written in ignorance of the facts, that four 

patients in the Richmond Hospital were attacked by cholera, and two persons 
in the Whitworth, the porter’s wife and child, and has omitted to state that 
in wards Nos. 1, 2, 3, and 9, into which cholera was admitted, no patients took 
the disease. 

Mr. Crawford’s report omits to notice that cholera broke out among the 
lunatics, who were more effectually protected from the influence of contagion 
than even the inmates of the Richmond Hospital, and that among the lunatics 
thus protected, and only 106 in number, there occurred three fatal cases of 
cholera within the period above mentioned, equalling the number of deaths 
that occurred in the Hardwicke Hospital. 

Mr. Crawford’s report proceeds, “ I may observe that in all the cases in 
which cholera was taken by fever patients, it appears conclusively from the 
return that they were in the same ward with cholera patients,” leaving it to 
be inferred that there were wards into which cholera was not admitted ; but there 
were no such wards. The distribution of the wards was as follows : there were 
nine wards, Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 8, and 9, into which patients, whether fever or 
cholera, were indiscriminately admitted as vacancies occurred, and Mr. 
Crawford’s report gives cases in all those wards; the remaining two wards, 
Nos. 5, and 7, were convalescent wards. 

The report then proceeds to detail the five cases supposed to have taken cho- 
lera from contagion. Of these, Michael Whelan, No. 6, is described as taking 
cholera in No. 8 ward, “ to which the return shows that two cholera patients 
had been admitted; ” but of these two, one, Thomas Young, had died on the 
26th March, two days before the admission of Whelan ; and the other, John 
Rourke, admitted for “cholera and fever,” on the 14th of March, must have been 
free from every trace of cholera on the admission of Whelan, as 14 days had 
elapsed between his admission on the 14th March, and that of Whelan on the 
28th. It is straining the doctrine of contagion very far to ascribe Whelan’s 
attack to the influence of either of these two cases. 

Catherine Mooney, No. 57, i3 described as “having taken cholera from 
parties admitted into the same ward with cholera.” Catherine Mooney was 
admitted on the 10th October, 14 days ill of “fever and cholera,” and died on 
the 11th, having been only 24 hours in hospital. In Mr. Crawford’s report she- 
is stated as having “ died of cholera after fever,” which is not the entry in the 
admission hook. She died within 24 hours after admission ; and there had not 
been a case of cholera in No. 6 ward for 15 days before her admission ; the last 
previous to her admission having been Mary Anne Boylan, admitted on the 1 9 th 
September, who died on 25th September. Of the five cases adduced in Mr. 
Crawford s report, there remain then but three to support, even most remotely 
the supposition of infection. ’ 

_With regard to the opinion of the College of Physicians adduced by the Com- 
missioners in support of their view, that « they (the College) apprehend that 
other patients might be injuriously affected by terror, and even rendered liable 
io “ e a . ttack cholera itself,” the physicians have to observe that the College 
of Physicians correctly limit their opinion to the expression of a mere appre- 
hensionthat other patients might be injuriously affected, &c. It is probable 
that if the college had taken into consideration the indiscriminate admission of 
cholera patients into general hospitals in India and England, and if it had 
occurred to them to inquire into the experience of similar admissions into the 
Hardwicke Hospital m the last epidemic, they would not have expressed even 
this apprehension ; and it has so happened that Dr. Banks, whose views are 
those expressed in this communication, is the only member of the colleo-e who 
has had the opportunity of forming an opinion on the question from personal 



To sum up the whole facts, and state them fairly as they occurred, as bearing 
upon the indiscriminate admission of fever and cholera patients into the Hard” 
wicke Hospital m the epidemic of 1849, they are as follows : 

in |. t . lt J ltl0n consists of the Hardwicke (including the Supplemental 
5® wv 1 th ?i R ^ hlnond S^gical Hospital, and the lunatic department, and 
the Whitworth Hospital. Cholera and fever patients were indiscriminately 
admitted into the wards of the Hardwicke and Supplemental Hospitals during 
that period, extending from March 14th to October 31st; 1,634 patients were 

admitted. 
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admitted, of whom 55 laboured under cholera on admission; of the remaining House of Industry, 
number, viz., 1,579, mingled indiscriminately with cholera cases, four were 
attacked with cholera after admission for other- diseases, or one out of every 
395. Within the same period, 1,009 patients passed through the Richmond 
Hospital, from which cholera was carefully excluded ; of these, four patients, in 
wards having no connexion with one another, were seized with cholera, or one 
out of every 252. The lunatic department, consisting of 106 permanent inmates, 
was still better protected than the Richmond from contagion. In it three cases 
occurred, or one in 35 ; and two persons connected with the Whitworth Hos- 
pital were attacked by cholera. Hence it appears that a smaller number, in pro- 
portion to the number of inmates, was attacked by cholera in the Hardwicke 
Hospital, in which there was an indiscriminate admission of fever and cholera 
cases, than in the Richmond and lunatic department, where every precaution 
was taken to exclude the disease. . , ,, 

This result may teach this useful lesson: that the large, airy, and well- 
ventilated wards of well-constructed fever hospitals, with their appliances . for 
cleanliness, form the best protection against the extension of cholera, and that 
more lives will be saved by the .general admission of cholera cases into fever 
hospitals than by consigning them to the ill-adapted and most often confined 
and badly-ventilated houses that are, for the emergency, converted into 
cholera hospitals, while the great moral impression will be made upon the 
people how little they have to dread from contagion . 

As the number of cases of cholera that occurred among the inmates ol th 
Hardwicke Hospital did not equal the proportionate number of cases of cholera 
of spontaneous origin that occurred m the Richmond Hospital and lunatic 
department, it is not required to call in the agency of contagion to account for 
the occurrence of four cases in the Hardwicke Hospital, nor does it seem 
justified on such slender grounds to give countenance to the popular and 

ignorant terrors of contagion. . . - .. Q 

With regard to the apprehension expressed by the Commissioners of the 
contagion of fever extending to the patients recovering from cholera, t hare is 
so little ground for apprehension of the extension of the contagion of fever m 
lofty well-ventilated wards, that this objection scarcely deserves notice. * 
hospitals contain almost always a considerable proportion of patients labouring 
under, or convalescent from, many other acnte diseases ; they are not found to 
catch fever, and there is no more reason for apprehending the extension of 
fever to cholera convalescents than to others. In all the continental hospitals 
fever patients are indiscriminately mixed with other diseases ; the Barns ; sj stem 
is now introduced into some of the newest and largest hospitals of 
and thus an evil productive of great misery, the dread of eonta g™> 1 f’ 
and the poorest learn that, with cleanliness and ventilation, contagion is not to 

^rthole number of cases adduced by Mr Crawford in support, of the 
apprehension expressed by the Commissioners of the conveyance of fe-ser by 
contagion to cholera convalescents ore the Mowing. In narrating these cases, 

Mr Crawford appears to have misapprehended the registiy. No. 1, John 
Rourke^Ts described in hospital registry as admitted ill o “ cholera .and .fever 
Mr. Crawford’s report states that “ this man was admitted for <*ol«-a, 
fever in hospital,” a statement quite unsupported by the registry. Mary Coffey, 

No. 36, is described in registry as admitted for fever after cholera Mr. 

Crawford’s report says <■ she took fever after cholera. Anne^Cranor, Nm 46 
is marked in Uke maimer, admitted “ for fever after cholera , Mr. Cra» fords 
report says “took fever after cholera.” Anne Connor (case already noticed) 
was wife of porter in gate-house of Whitworth Hospital, was attacked by 
cholera, and was treated in her own residence for it, and on fever ^ making its 
appearance was transferred to the Hardwicke Hospital, and 
admission hook “ fever after cholera she did not take fever in hospital after 
cholera as Mr. Crawford states. Alicia Connell, No. 48, is described m 
registry as admitted ill of “ fever after cholera j" in the report. as m C^imors . 
case it is erroneously stated that she “took fever after cholera, as if she had 
taken contagious feve^ in hospital, a statement not ir i accordances* 

Anne Kavalagh, No. 52, in like manner registered on admission, fever after 
cholera ” in Mr. Crawford’s report is described as if having taken fever m the 
hospital after admission for cholera. Mary Anne lloyian was admitted for cholera^ 

363- B 
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A-rfU-*. and died of fever and jaundice after chokra - The «™» jaundice 

™TmTS* cXri^aUto^ase! adduced by Air. Crawford, and completely 
dispels any apprehension that might he entertained of the convalescent cholera 

Pa TheComnSoners in expressing their apprehension of cholera convalescent 
patients catching contagious fever from patients in the same ward, quote the 
following passage from Mr. Crawford’s report : - , 

‘‘ Referring to the eases of parties admitted for cholera who were afterwards 
attacked with fever, it appears in some degree singular that none of those eases 
occurred among patients in No. 9 ward, which I find was specially set apart 
for the cases of men belonging to the metropolitan police atteckol with cholera 
and in which, consequently, no fever cases were simultaneousli treated. This 
ward was the only one in which cholera patients were kept separate, patents 
labouring under cholera being admitted into all the other wards along with fever 
cases." The above statement is altogether inaccurate m its facts. Fever patients 
were treated simultaneously in No. 9 ward ; cholera cases were not kept separate 
in it; the ward was not exclusively appropriated to the metropolitan police. 
The following cases of fever, 23 in number, were admitted into this ward 
between the 14th March and the 31st October (extracted from adimsssion 
book of hospital). 



NAME. 




| 


OCCUPATION. 




ADMITTED. 






- | 


Sailor 


_ 


26 April 




_ 




Labourer - 


- 


12 May 


William Mooney - 


- 


- 


City policeman 


- 


6 July 


Robert Dwyer 


- 


- 


- ditto - 


- 




Garrett Wildredge 


- 


- 


- ditto - 


- 


20 July 


Michael Burke 


- 


- 


- ditto - 


- 


22 July 




_ 


- 


- ditto - 


- 


28 July 


John Mustek 


- 


- 


- ditto - 


•- 


1 2 August - 


John Reilly - 


. 


. 


Labourer 


_ 


13 August 


Bernard Crossen - 


_ 


- 


- ditto - 


- 


23 August - 


William Pearson - 


- 


- 


Servant - 


- 


24 August 


Edward M'Daniel 


_ 


- 


Labourer 


- 


25 August 


Patrick Fitzpatrick 


- 


- 


- ditto - 


- 


25 August - 


Patrick M'Cann - 


- 


- 


None 


- 


26 August - 


James Warden 


- 


- 


Shop messenger 


- 


27 August - 


Peter GofFney 


. 


- 


Labourer 


- 


30 August - 


James Daly - 


- 


- 


None 


- 


30 August - 


James Walsh 


- 


- 


Labourer 


- 


6 September 


Joseph O'Brien - 


- 


- 


- ditto - 


- 


15 September 


Thomas Kavanagh 


- 


- 


- ditto - 


- 


16 September 


Richard Gullagher 


- 


- 


- ditto - 


- 


26 September 


Laurence W eir 


- 


_ 


- ditto - 


- 


4 October - 


George Dennis 


" 


- 


- ditto - 


- 


4 October - 



Fever. 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 

- - Fever and 
diarrhoea. 

Fever. 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 

Typhus fever. 
Fever. 

Ditto. 



In addition to the above cases of fever, there were admitted into the ward 
within the same period cases of dysentery, diarrhoea, delirium tremens, colic, 
and small-pox. 

The physicians regret they have felt obliged to trespass at so much length 
upon the attention of the Commissioners ; but from the position in which they 
are placed as hospital physicians and teachers of clinical medicine, and from the 
influence the practice of their hospital must exert upon both students and the 
public, they have considered it a duty to go thus at length into the question 
on which their views differ from those of the Commissioners, and again, and 
finally, to express their conviction that no sufficient grounds exist for making 
the admission of cholera patients into any hospital appropriated for the recep- 
tion of epidemic or contagious diseases an exception to the ordinary rules of 
admission. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Samuel Gordon. 
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(No. 10 , 016 / 54 .) 



- No. 4. - 



Letter from the Poor Law Commissioners to C. S. Crawford, Esq., Poor Law Houston,. 

Inspector, dated 1 April 1854. 

Referring to your report of the 13th January last, communicating to the 
Commissioners theresult of the inquiry instituted by you with the view of ascer- 
taining the circumstances attending the system of indiscriminate 
cholera cases in the general wards of the Hardwicke Hospital of the House of 
Industry which is alleged to have prevailed during former visitations of cholera 
I am directed by the Commissioners for Administering the Laws for the Uehef of 
the Poor in Ireland to forward to you the accompanying communication, dated . 
the 25th ultimo, which the Commissioners have received from the physicians of 
the House of Industry on the subject ; and I am to request you will he so good 
as to report further to the Commissioners on the subject of the statements con- 

13 You Sbe good enough to return the enclosed document with your report. 



— No. 5. — 

(No. 

Letter from C. S. Crawford, Esq., Poor Law Inspector, to the Poor Law 
Commissioners, dated 20th May 1854. 

1 h tVE the honour to inform you that, iu accordance with your instructions 
of the 1st of April last. No. 10,016, I have made further 

system of the treatment of cholera cases in the general wards of the Hardwicke 
Hospital, in reference to the physicians' letter of the 20th of March las ^ 

The first part of this communication which I desire to notice is that relative 
to the length of the period during which the practice of admitting cholera case, 
into the general wards has prevailed, as to which point it f appears , till L to be 
maintained that the practice existed during the visitation of the *= e “ e ™ ^ 
and 1833 although it seems to me that no circumstances are adduced to throw 
the smallest doubt upon the information which I received upon this suhjjt from 
L)r. Mayne, without whose knowledge (being at that time dimaJ 
rVinlpra eases could not have been treated m the general wards I theretore 
altogether dissent from the statement, that the state of the hospital wards in 
ml is one of uncertainty, as I think it perfectly established that at that period 
■oases of cholera were treated in a separate part of the hospital allocated to that 

SP Whh°respect to the statement 

upon the records oT to- as l having Jed 

in l Is L one death Is ’stated to have occurred from English cholera, and two 

deaths from the same causes in 1852. _ hf* justified in 

From these circumstances the physicians may, p » J . but x 

iS wlAtegtd to the experience of the treatment of cholera in the Whitworth 

jBEkSSsIS- 

ferred to .XonlyStSclThis 6 feet is disputed herng that of Catherine 

3«3- C 
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Hiiucof Industry, cholera, led me to suppose that cholera had supervened upon the former disease, 
whilst the patient was in hospital, which seems not to have been the case. 

The statement as to 1,5/9 fever patients having passed through the hospital 
during the period in which cholera cases were treated there, appears to be 
correct according to the register, and the physicians appear to be entitled to the 
credit attached to tliis fact. 

With regard to the case of Marcella Daly, who died of cholera, having been 
employed as laundry maid in the Hardwicke, I believe it to he quite correctly 
stated that she slept in a building apart from the hospital, and had no immediate 
connexion with the cholera cases ; hut there is no doubt she was engaged in 
washing the hospital clothing and bedding, which appears to me to be quite 
sufficient to form a connexion between her and the cholera patients, without 
her having been in immediate attendance upon them. 

With regard to the statements made as to the occurrence of cholera cases at 
the same period in the Richmond and Whitworth Hospitals, and in the lunatic 
cells, 1 have not been able to ascertain with precision the number of cases of 
this description which occurred in the Richmond, the register containing no 
description of the disease for which parties were treated, and I cannot find that 
any other authentic record exists which would throw light on the subject. 

With regard to the Whitworth, the register does not show any record of the 
occurrence of a case of cholera, and there appears to be no doubt that the 
cases referred to by I)r. Gordon as having occurred there were those of the 
porter's wife and child, who did not sleep within the hospital, but in a separate 
house on the grounds. 

The fact is correctly stated as to three of the lunatics in the Hardwicke cells 
having been attacked with, and died of cholera, during the period in which 
cholera patients were admitted into the hospital. 

With respect to the cases in which an entry was made of the occurrence of 
fever after cholera, I have to observe, that I did not think much stress should 
be laid upon this point (the species of fever not* being mentioned) ; the entry 
in the register of t! fever after cholera,’' led me to suppose in these cases that 
fever had supervened on the first disease whilst the parties were inmates of the 
hospital ; hut I have no reason to doubt the explanation of the entry given by 
the physicians. I was in error with respect to the statement I made as to 
No. 9 ward being restricted to the care of members of the metropolitan police 
force attacked with cholera ; which circumstance was, at the time I made my 
report, stated to me by the governor, whose recollection on the subject does 
not appear to have been accurate. 

The above is all the information I have been able to procure on the subject 
of the statements made in the letter of Dr. Gordon ; the fact remains undoubted 
that three patients, admitted for fever, were subsequently attacked with cholera, 
as was also one of the servants engaged in washing the hospital clothes ; this 
may not have proceeded from infection, but I remain still of opinion, under 
the circumstances, that grounds exist for thinking such may have been the case 
and that therefore it would he unadvisable to mix up fever and cholera cases 
m the event of a new outbreak of the latter disease. 



— No. 6. — 

(No. 17,335/5.4-) 

Letter from the Poor Law Commissioners to the Physicians of the Whitworth 
and Hardwicke Hospitals, dated 16 June 1854. 

v The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland duly received your letter of the 25th March last, on the subject of the 
treatment of cholera cases in the wards of the Hardwicke Hospital. 

The Commissioners have since been in communication with their inspector, 
Mr. Crawford, regarding the errors in matter of fact which the physicians 
point out in his report of the 13th .January, and have received from Mr. 
Crawford a further report on the subject. 

As the Commissioners retain the opinion which they expressed at the com- 
mencement of this correspondence as to the inexpediency of. receiving cases 

of 
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of Asiatic cholera indiscriminately into the wards of the Hardwicke. Fever House of Industry. 
Hospital, they think it due to the physicians, who still entertain a different 
opinion, to reply to their communication of the 25th March. . 

The explanations given by the physicians regarding the extent of their 
experience of the practice objected to, and regarding the good results of that 
practice, have been the subject of further inquiry ; and the facts as now before 
the Commissioners appear to them to differ in no material respect from the 
facts set forth in their letter of the 19th January. 

With regard to the extent of experience of the practice stated to have com- 
menced in 1832, there seems no reason to doubt that Dr. Mayne is correct in 
describing the practice as the reverse of that represented by the physicians 
during the visitation of cholera in 1832. As to the interval between 1832 and 
1849, Mr. Crawford finds on examination of the hospital records, which com- 
mence in 1841, “ that in 1844, one case of cholera is entered upon the records 
of the hospital as having died of cholera; that in the year 1845, one party is 
returned as having died of English cholera; that in 1846, five parties are stated 
to have died of cholera ; and that in 1851, one death is stated to have occurred 
from English cholera, and two deaths from the same cause in 1852. 

The Commissioners think that little weight is to be attached to the few fatal 
cases so recorded in a long series of years, some of them described as English 
cholera, and none of them expressly stated to be Asiatic, and that virtually the 
experience of the practice in question may he said to be limited to the epidemic 

of 1849. ... u 1 • 

With regard to the number of persons who in 1849 took Asiatic cholera in 
the hospital, Mr. Crawford admits that in the five cases mentioned by him, the 
case of Catherine Mooney ought not to have been included ; but there seems 
to the Commissioners no reason for omitting from the number the case of the 
laundry-maid, Marcella Daly, who, although not in attendance as a nurse upon 
the cholera patients in the fev«r ward, must be presumed to have been employed 
in washing the hospital clothing and bedding. . 

The physicians seem to consider the proportion of persons admitted as fever 
patients who took cholera and died of it in the hospital extremely small, an as 
sufficiently accounted for by the epidemic - influence, inasmuch as a much 
jrreater proportion took cholera in the Hardwicke lunatic cells, and two cases 
occurred (as they state) in the Whitworth Hospital, and four others m the 
' Richmond. With regard to the lunatic cells, it is obvious that, with all prac- 
ticable care in preserving cleanliness, the inmates of those cells must be much 
more liable to the predisposing causes of cholera than the patients in the airy 
and well-ventilated wards of a fever hospital. As regards the Whitworth, the 
two cases cited appear not to have occurred in that hospital, but in the porter s 
lodge, at some distance from tlie premises. Regarding the four persons said to 
have been “ attacked by cholera” in the Richmond Hospital, the Commissioners 
have not been able to learn the particulars, as the register of. that hospital does 
not supply the requisite information ; and no other authentic record exists of 
the cases. It is not, however, stated that any of these cases were fatal, nor 
does it appear how long after admission the disorder showed itself. 

Small as the number is of the fatal cases of cholera admitted on all hands to 
have arisen in the Hardwicke Fever Hospital, in wards to which cholera patients 
had previously been admitted, it remains and must remain doubtful whether 
these persons would have lost their lives if the practice adverted to had not 
been pursued ; and the Commissioners cannot forbear to express their deep 
regret that such a practice ever existed. . . . ' 

Happily the cholera has not on the present occasion visited Dublin as an 
epidemic, but should it hereafter do so, the Commissioners, for the reasons given 
given in their letter of 19th January last, will feel bound to require the 
governor of the hospital to act in accordance with the views already communi- 
cated to him by the Commissioners, and not to permit the indiscriminate 
admission of cholera cases into wards occupied by other patients. . 

The physicians have in one part of your letter reflected on the incompetency 
of Mr. Crawford to conduct an inquiry on this subject, from his want of pro- 
fessional knowledge. In reply to this, I am to state, that the Commissioners 
find no single question of fact in dispute between the physicians and themselves 
which involves any occasion for a resort to professional knowledge ; and 1 am 
to add, that the Commissioners in their instructions to Mr. Crawford, express^ 
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Hon* ct Industry, limited his inquiry to matters of fact, regarding which they had reason to 

expect that complete information would be found on the records of the 

hospitals. 



— No. 7- — 

(No. 22,1 Si ,54.) 

Letter from the Physicians of the Whitworth and Hardwicke Hospitals to 
the Poor Law Commissioners, dated 30 June 1854. 

I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 16th instant, in reply 
to the communication of the physicians’ of the Hardwicke Hospital of the 25th 
of March last, and to submit on our part the following observations. 

The Commissioners in reference to the statement of the physicians as to their 
experience in receiving cases of cholera indiscriminately into the wards of the 
Hardwicke Hospital, in the interval between 1832 and 1849, express an opinion 
that little weight is to be attached to the few fatal cases recorded, some of them 
being described as English cholera, and “ none of them expressly stated to be 
Asiatic cholera.” 

The physicians cannot assent to this opinion. A disease is the same in kind, 
as observed in a previous communication, whether it be sporadic or epidemic, 
and if so contagious as the Commissioners from some of their observations 
deem it to be, would show this property in its sporadic as well as its epidemic 
form ; and with regard to the objection that none of the cases are expressly- 
stated to be Asiatic cholera, it is to be observed that the same objection would 
apply to cases enumerated in the communication of the Commissioners of 1 9th 
January, as Asiatic cholera, for of five cases referred to in Mr. Crawford’s report, 
all of which are assumed by the Commissioners to be Asiatic cholera, viz., No. C, 
11, 1 2, 3/ , and 54, it is only if expressly stated ” of two (viz., No. 1 1 and No. 12) 
that they were Asiatic cholera ; the fact is, that the distinction cannot be made 
in all cases ; “ the two forms (English and Asiatic cholera) are often not dis- 
tinguished in the returns ; the cases separately considered, run so insensibly 
Sa Registrar- into each other, that the attempt at distinction would have been fruitless.” 
tk 'rwt? ep0rt Tiie C 'ommissioners proceed to observe, “ that virtually the experience of the- 
England, 1848-49. P^^ce m question may be said to be limited to the epidemic of 1849.” The 
physicians are quite content, if the Commissioners so desire, to submit the 
advisability of the indiscriminate admission of cholera patients to the test of the 
experience of the results of the practice in the epidemic of 1849. 

The Commissioners refer to the case of Marcella Daly as an evidence of con- 
tagion, on the ground that £ ‘ she must he presumed to have been employed 
in washing the hospital clothing and bedding but as it is not observed that 
laundry-maids catch fever from washing hospital clothing and bedding of fever 
patients, and as the Commissioners have already assented to the general 
opinion that cholera, if contagious at all, “ is much less contagious than many 
other febrile diseases,” it does not appear to he well founded, or in accordance- 
with their own admission, to ascribe Marcella Daly’s attack to contagion rather 
than to epidemic influence, especially when, as already observed, not one of 
the nurses, wardmaids, or servants employed in removing the clothes, bedding, 
or excretions caught the disease. 

The very important fact brought forward by the physicians, viz., that a 
greater proportion of deaths from cholera occurred in the lunatic department,, 
from which the influence of contagion was most carefully excluded, than in the 
Hardwicke Hospital, where there was indiscriminate admission, is admitted by. 
the C ommissioners ; but they would appear to desire to explain it away by 
putting forward a position, that lunatics must be much more liable to the 
predisposing causes of cholera than patients in the airy and well-ventilated 
wards of a fever hospital. The physicians must beg t.o observe that insanity 
or lunacy is proverbially well known, not only to lessen the liability to other 
diseases, but even to arrest the progress after they have set in of some of the 
most ratal diseases. The Report on the Lunatic Asylums of Ireland for 1849 
shows the immunity from cholera which their inmates enjoyed in the epidemic 
or that, year, and m the progress of what may still be called the present 
epidemic of cholera : from its commencement up to the present date there has 

occurred 
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occurred only a single case of cholera among all the district lunatic asylums of Ho„ s e orM«.trr. 
Ireland giving accommodation within the year to nearly 4,000 patients. 

^ The Commissioners’ letter proceeds to observe, as if m correction of an 
alleged inaccuracy in a statement of the physicians, that, as regards the 
Whitworth, the two cases cited appear not to 1 have occurred m 
hut in the Dorter’s lodge, at some distance from the premises. there is, 
however, no inaccuracy in the letter of the physicians (of the 25th of M^dh | : 
the two cases cited did occur on the premises, and were accur^y descnbe a 
to their locality in one paragraph, thus : “ Another resident of the institution, 

Ant Colorf;* of^the porter of the Whitworth Hospital, and her son 
having no intercourse with the Hardwire Hospital, and sleeping within the 
grinds of the Whitworth Hospital, &c.” And again, “ Anne Connor (case 
already noticed) was wife of porter in gate-house of Whitworth .hospital, ' ™ 
attacked by cholera and was treated m her own residence, &c. Sic. lhe gate 
house is wtthin the yard at the rear of the Whitworth Hospital, about twenty 
naces from the hospital ; were it even more distant, the circumstance would on y 
L-nish a stronger proof of the futility of depending on distance as a protection 

SS Tb? ComSksioners observe, in reference to the cases occurring ; in _ the Rich- 
mond Hospital that, “ they have not been able to learn the particulars, as the 
register ofttiat hospital does not supply the requisite information, and no other 
authentic record exists of the eases. It is not, ^wed 

cases were fatal, nor dees it appear how long after admission the disorder snowen 
itself.” But neither did the registry of the Hardwicke aU *e 

required information; and if the Commissioners had extended f "0 the 
beyond the registry to the clinical clerks, as " , toe “ 

Hardwicke Hospital, the requisite information might have * e “^nce of the 
physicians do not see how the question of time as to the « me 

the physicians will feel happy to give all the assistance m their power in e 
“Commissioners observe, that small as “ the 

of cholera admitted on all hands to have arisen in * e ^5 u™? Jetted it 
nital in wards to which cholera patients had previously been admitted, l 
S and must remain doubtful Aether 

lives if the practice had net been pursued, and “he 

forbear to express their deep regret that 1 such a pract nee : ever ®“*e d ‘he 
physicians feel that they have great reason to comphun of &e msr^resmt^on 
Sow repeated in the above paragraph in which it * Jfated > that the fatal cases 
of cholera occurred “in wards to which cholera patientt ^had _been 
admitted •” conveying plainly that there were other wards into which cholera 

“t admitted, and Shat it was only in the wards into which cholera cases 
wpre admitted that cases of cholera and death occurred. 

This is a misrepresentation, or mistake, that should not have been repeated ; 

Jute ptaSKta their letter of 25th March, corrected the error obviously 
m,e of^reat importance ; and they now, in justice to Themselves ; quote bo* the 
original error of statement, and their correction of it (onto Letter of ™y sl “ an !j 
Mm-oh 25th 1 “ Mr. Crawford’s report proceeds : I may observe that m aU 

the cases in which cholera was taken by fever 

from the return that they were in the same ward with cholera patients, leaving . 
i^to be Inferred that theSe wme wards into whi^ ^ affoCs ; 

ht"rw S mds W (Nt: 1 T 2,%"°9) into which patients, whether 
fever or cholera, were indiscriminately admitted as vacancies occurred, and 
M r Crawford’s report gives cases in all these wards. IS os. 5 an 7 
SiSnSSd? Into the convalescent wards the convalescent from both 

■“ S ZfaTa“ 4 St“iiolera cases were 

into all the wards, seven in number (exclusive of lhe two convalescent wards), • 
eases that did ce’cur were confined to three of the waxfc, m. Nos. 4, 6, and 8, 

and that in the remaining four wards (vir., Nos. 1, 2, 3, J disease 

3 ^ 3 - 0 3 
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House Of Industry, disease arose; and it is further to be observed that No. 9 ward received 23 

case' of cholera, being nearly double the number received into any other ward, 

and being nearly one-half its whole number of patients, and yet no case of 
cholera arose among its inmates, showing how groundless is the apprehension 
of the disease spreading to other patients. To the hypothetical speculation 
advanced, that it remains, and must remain doubtful whether cases of cholera 
would have originated in the Hardwicke Hospital if cases of cholera had not 
been admitted, sufficient reply is to be found in the facts already proved, for 
thev are not controverted, that of the several departments of the whole institu- 
tion the smallest proportion of cases of cholera occurred in the Hardwicke 
Hospital, into which cholera cases were indiscriminately admitted, and that an 
actually equal but proportion ably greater number of deaths occurred in that 
department from which contagion was most carefully excluded, if there had 
occurred a greater number of cases of cholera in the Hardwicke Hospital than 
in the other departments of the institution from which cholera cases were 
excluded, then it might have been justifiable to attribute the overplus to the 
admission of cholera cases into the Hardwicke ; but as a less number of cases 
occurred in the Hardwicke than in the other departments, there exists no 
ground for attributing the occurrence of the four cases that did arise in the 
Hardwicke to any other cause than that to which they are attributable in the 
other departments, viz., epidemic influence. There would appear to be no 
difference of opinion on the following points in favour of indiscriminate admission 
of cholera eases into the Hardwicke Hospital : 1st. That cholera is less con- 
tagious than fever, and that, therefore, on the ground of contagion, there exists 
no sufficient reason for not admitting cholera cases into the Hardwicke 
Hospital ; 2dly. That the whole accommodation of the hospital is thus at ouce 
available for patients whether suffering from fever or cholera, whereas, by- 
enforcing a system of separate wards, the presence of a single case of cholera 
in a ward excludes all fever cases from admission to that ward, and in like 
manner of a case of fever in another ward, and thus beds may remain unoccupied 
however urgently required, and a staff is supported that may be idle or only 
half employed ; 3dly. That a most wholesome encouraging moral effect is pro- 
duced upon the people by teaching them to consider cholera in the same light 
as any other epidemic or contagious disease ; 4thly. That in an hospital such 
as the Hardwicke, where so many young men are educated who are afterwards 
to have charge of our troops and fellow-subjects in our colonies, it is of great 
importance to let them learn by example as well as by precept how little we 
dread for ourselves the contagion of cholera, and how little it is to be feared, 
with ventilation and cleanliness, and thus to teach them not only to divest 
themselves of fear, but to inspire, by their example, confidence into the minds 
of all around them. 

The Commissioners, however, object to permit the practice of the Hardwicke 
Hospital to continue under the apprehensions that, 

1st. Fever patients may take cholera from the cases admitted. 



2d. That the presence of cholera cases may cause terror among fever patients, 
and deter them from entering the hospital. 

The first apprehension it is hoped will now at length be completely dispelled 
by the review of the admitted facts relative to the practice of the hospital in 
the epidemic of 1 849, which show that this apprehension need not be enter- 
tained. 

With regard to the second apprehension, the physicians have already suffi- 
ciently met it in their previous communication, and they may now add, as 
corroboration of their statement, and showing that those applying for hospital 
relief had no terror about the presence of cholera cases, the following return of 
the numbers received into the Hardwicke Hospital from 14th March to 31st 
October in the respective years of 1848-1849 In 1848, when there were no 
cholera cases, the total number admitted was 1,385 ; in 1849, when cholera 
cases were received, the total number admitted was 1.638, from which, if we 
deduct 59, the number of cases of cholera admitted, the respective numbers of 
patients suffering under other diseases will be, for 1848, 1,385 ; for 1849, 1,579 ; 
satisfactorily showing that the presence of cholera cases did not deter patients 
from entering the hospital. 

The 
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OF CHOLERA PATIENTS TO HOSPITAL WARDS. 

The physicians beg to subjoin the following copy of a letter received from the House of industry, 
resident medical officer of the Middlesex Hospital, whose opinion is based on 
experience, the only ground on which an opinion is entitled to consideration : 
ce j) ear sj Pj “ Middlesex Hospital, 24 April 1854. 

« j N reply to your two questions, * Whether we have admitted cases of cholera 
into the same wards with other patients,’ and c Whether we have seen any 
injury or inconvenience to arise from it,’ I beg leave to inform you, on the part 
of Dr. Hawkins and the physicians, that we have admitted such cases into the 
wards, and have mixed them up with the other patients ; and, secondly, that we 
have not experienced any inconvenience, nor have we seen the slightest injury 
arise from it. There can be no doubt that under such regulations, also, the 
cases obtain far better treatment, nursing, and care than under any other exclu- 
sive system. My own experience of the epidemic in 1832 and 1849 confirms 
your views, viz., that it is highly prejudicial to seclude cases of cholera, and 
since we have opened our wards to cases indiscriminately, we have not had any 
patient seized with the disease in the hospital. We observed no alarm and no 
dread of handling such patients on the part of the other inmates ; and of course 
if the medical staff do not consider it necessary to seclude such cases, the atten- 
dants and other patients do their duties towards the sufferers from cholera with 
more confidence, and without alarm or apprehension. 

I remain, dear Sir, yours truly, 

“ George Corfe, 

“ X) r . 'Corrigan, Dublin. “ Resident Medical Officer.” 

I remain, &c. 

(signed) Samuel Gordon , 

Secretary. 



— No. 8. — 

(No. 22,181/54.) 

Letter from the Poor Law Commissioners to the Physicians of the Whitworth 
and Hardioicke Hospitals, dated 1 July 1854. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 30th ultimo, on the admis- 
sion of cholera patients into the Hardwicke Fever Hospital. 

In the opinion of the Commissioners, the observations contained in that letter 
impart no additional weight to the facts and arguments which had previously 
been urged by the physicians in support of their opinion that it is desirable to 
receive cholera patients into the same wards in which patients are under treat- 
ment for every description of febrile complaint. 

In closing this correspondence, the Commissioners must remind the physi- 
cians, that their refusal to permit the continuance of this practice was declared 
by them to rest on considerations independent of the question whether cholera 
could be taken by personal proximity to those suffering under the disease ; 
and that the recent correspondence has reference only to the alleged success of 
an experience of that practice alleged to have been of many years’ duration. 
In the course of this controversy it has, on the one hand, been conceded that 
cholera, if contagious, is so in far less degree than many other febrile diseases ; 
and on the other hand, it has not been maintained, either that the disease is not 
attended with great risk to life, or that it is not communicable by personal 
proximity. 

This being so, it is impossible to regard as satisfactory an experiment 
attended by the loss of several fives of fever patients who have taken cholera 
in wards into which cholera patients had previously been admitted for treatment, 
notwithstanding the fact so much insisted on by the physicians, that a very 
much larger proportion of fever patients were exposed to the same influences, 
and did not take the disease. 

As already stated, however, the Commissioners think that valid objections 
exist to the practice in question on other grounds than that of the actual risk 
to fife. This opinion they retain, and will give effect to it so long as they are 
responsible for the exercise of control over the hospitals of the House of 
Industry. 

363. c 4 — No. 9. — 
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— No. 9.“ 

(No. 22,477 ISA-) . , „ ...... 

L*™* from the Physicians of the Whitworth ^ HoS?ltdS t0 the 

Commissioners, dated 3 July 1034 . 

Ov the nart of the physicians of the hospitals of the House of Industry, I beg 

^ h ri^ 

“S’ of 00^6 errors and omissions than might otherwise have remained 
and of establishing” the complete accuracy of the facts and statements w 
physicians have adduced in support of their views. ^ 

(signed) Samuel Gordon. 
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